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ABSTRACT

¥

In the summer of 1979 the Florida State Adv1sory Council on Adult .
and Community Education voted to seek authorization to undertake a state-
wide study to determine the attitudes and perceptions of policy leaders
toward .community education. The study was implemented in cooperation
with the Florida State Department of Education, Aduit and Community
Education Section.

. The findings indicate that those who responded tp the survey ques-
tionnaire generally support the- goa]s of community education. More
specifically, 64.4 percent of 330 respondents agreed or strongly agreed
that the mission of the schools is not limited to serving only the needs
of youth but should reflect service td the entireﬁcommunity Over 75 per-
cent were in favor of expanding the préhgams available to include leisure,
vocational and educationai classes for abults and to offer more activities
for youth, SeVenty-six percent felt.that school facilities ought to be
available to the community for expanding accessibility and availability of
services. The strongest support indicated by respondents (85.3 percent)
was for community participation in the design and implementation of pro-
grams and activities. Finally, interagency coordination was supported
by 70.1 percent of the respondents. oo

The Advisory Council further wished to determine the relationship -
between respondents' levels of information about community education and
their attitudes. Selected survey items asked respondents to identify the
level at which their schools were meeting .the needs of yoiuth, adults and
the community in gengral. Respondents were also asked to indicate their
level of knowledge about Cbmmun1ty education. Responses to these items
- were correlated with respondents' attitudes, Although both attitudes
toward and knowledge about community education were high, ne strong re-
lationship was shown between these two variables:

Related to this was a dasire to determine whether these attitudes
and perceptions toward community education differed significantly ac-
cording to selected demogriphic and personal characteristics, including
sex, age, position, years in position, formal education, type of con-
stituency, and regfon. Results showed that the formal education level
of respondents was most highly cor'r'e'lated wfth\heir' att{tudes toward
cowmunity education.

The recbmmendations presented in this report are based gpon cbn- .
clusions reached by the Advisory Council at the culmination of the -
study. These recommendations will be considered by the Council in - .
focusing efforts toward expanding the Scope and awareness of community ‘.
educatﬁon throughout the State of Florida. ,

-




- PURPOSE

‘As defined in the Florida Community Education Act (Section 228.071,"
}  Florida Statutes), commumity education means:

“The process in which a_school or other public or available
facility is utilized as a community center operated in . 7 .
conjunction with educationatl, recreational, socials—civic,
cultural, healthfand other public, private, and g@kernmental
organizat1ons d agencies to -provide educationazi ®recreational,
social, health, and. community services for persons of all ages
in the community in accordance with the ngfds, interests and
concerns "of that community. Community education includes, but
is nat limited tb, maximum utilization of human, physica], and
financial- resources of a community in providing 18arning experi-
s i ences and services for community members of all ages, systematic

involvement of representative community members in the identifi-

cation of needs and comunity involvement in suggesting or

. impiementing organizational structures to meet the¥e ldentified

» needs, and inter-agency coordinatifn and cooperation."

At both the state Tevel and the local school district level there are
close ties between community education and adult education. _In Florida,
compunity and adult education enhance each other's mission and exhibit a’
high degree of coordination. The’third partner in this ‘cooperative en-
deavor is the public school system which provides leadership, facilities,
structure and support. In this arrangement each group benefits., thrives, .
and more efficiently meets the needs of Florida's citizens.

s

Comunity education is a dynamic and expanding process throughout the
state. In order to strengthen and support this momentum, it is important
to develop and maintain a cooperative-working relationship with local .
policy makers and opinion ieaders. In addition, it is necessary to under-
stand and buiid upon their attitudes and perceptions in encouraging them
to help forge effectlve community education programs in their comunities.

' . Accord1ngly, a survey was updertaken by the Florida State Advisory’

,’ Countil on Adult- and Community Education in conjunction with the Florida
Department of Education, Adult and Commun{ity Education Section. The pur-
pose of the survey was to measure the attitudes and perceptions of poticy
leaders who inflyence community education throughout the state. For the
most part, these persons intluded city and county commissioners, mayors,
1$%§s1a$ors, school superintendents, 'school board members, and PTA
officials '

L]

The purposé of the' survey was three-fold:

(1) to. .determine respondents' .attitudes toward and information about
various dimensions of community education;

(2) to determine if any re]at1onsh1p exists between respondents’ .
Tevels of knowledge about community education and their P

att1tudes, ,
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(3) to'determine 1f any information and attitude differences

exist among various types of policys {city and county

. commissioners, mayors, leg1slators,.school uperlntendentsa_

school board members and PTA officials.)

The survey instrument was organized into three sections. Each

section addressed a specific area of interest:

To what extent shou]d~pub11c schools assume communlty education

functions?

To what extent are public schools assuming~commun1ty educat1on
functions?

Hhat 1eve] of know}edge do‘respondents have about community

.“Education7

Nhat ‘are the dem¢graphic and persona1 charactqy1stics of the
respondents®™  n-

e, i
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This survey was designed to determine the attitudes and perceDt10ns
of a selected population of policy 1eader§%toward community education
throughout the state of Florida. Particular concern was given te the-
selection of the sample in order to tap perceptions with respect to
cormonly accepted- dimensions of community education .

s .

The 1nstrument was distributed to: c1ty and county commissioners,
mayors, legislators, school superintendents, school board members and
PTA officials. A copy of the instrument is attached as APPEHd1x A.

The survey instrument.used was modejed after a similar study
conducted_by the Virginia Community Education Advisory Council,
incorporating several modifications suggested by the team which ., T
designed the Florida survey. This team.consisted of members of

" the*State Advisory Cotncil on Adult and Community Education, staff

membdrs of the Department ‘of- Education inciuding the Adult and
Community Education Section and the Management Information Services
Section, ’ X

In late August and ear1y September, 1979, 1,470 copies of the -
instrument were gistributed with the cooperation and assistance of
a number of organizations. Mailing lists\were-provided by the )
Florida League of Cities, the Association bf County Commissioners,
the School Board Association, and the Department of Education. The
Florida Congress of Parents and Teachers (PTA} handled the d1str1but10n
of the survey‘to their Teaders included in ‘the study

. During this same period, a similar survey was being tonductéd 1h the
Northwest reg1on of Florida by an individual conducting doctoral research,
The samples‘were adjusted to avoid a duplicate mailing to these 1nd1v1duais

Nith exteption of the PTA sub-group, copies of the instru~
ment were distributed to the entire population of each group to be
surveyed. In the case of the PTA a sample of 300 was random]y FA
selected from the total population of 900, .

Based'on standard statistical procedures, the likgﬁihood that® ,°
the responses of this sample would differ significantly from the :
responses of the total group was less than' § percent (p. 08).-

The foI]owing takulat1on identifies the numbers and percentages
of responses in relation to the sample populatiog.

-

. DESIGN o N \ '
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CORT Sample. : .
Pasition Population . Responses
Number Percent Number ~Percent of,
_ ‘ ' Responde ko
City Commissioner/Mayort 393 26.7 .76 23.0
County Commissioner 285 19.3 - 28 . 1.8
Legislature 16 10.9 _ 38 11.8
School Board Member 279 19.0 < 83 25.2
Superintendent 53 2.6. ° 18 4.6
PTA official 300 20.4, .35 10.6
Others* " . 58 18.0
' 1470 100.0% . 330 *oo.o0x
A ‘.

*  In certain instances regponses were submitted by staff members associated
with those policy leaders to whom ‘the survey was sent.

**  Percent is based on total responses (330)

-'_“a--—
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Reference to Figures 2-8 in Apbendix B reveals fﬁe d{str1bution

majority of respondents dre male (87.6 percent).
*ara in the 30-50 years age range.

of the 330 responses with respect to selected characteristics.

The
Over 50 percent

City Commissioners and

school board members each represent approximately one-quarter of the
respondents’ positions. Nearly two-thirds of all respondents have

been in Aheir positions: from one to five years. « The majority indicated
that théir formal level ofreducation included more than four years of
college, while only four respondents out of 330 (1,2 percent) reported
1essﬂthan a high school education. Mpre than 40 percent of all respond~
ents identified their type of constituency as Being “smald city or town.*

gostdog those who returned the questionnaire were residents of Reglons
anrg 2.
' p

The typical respondent can be describ
commissioner Or_a schaol board member from

being gither a male city
11 city/town in Region
positxon from one to
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It should be noted that this survey constituted an exploratory
field study and, as such, had certain limitations.: Responses from
_which conclusions were drawn werg self-selected, meaning that -only .
" those who chose to respond did so. There may, therefore, have been
some for of uncontrolled bias in the resu1ts No attempts .were made
for follow-up responses ~.o. .

The data collected was self-report data. This means the data
were subject to contamination by such factors as 1nd1v1dua1 motiva-
t1ons, percept1ons and interpretation of the survey items. As noted
in the unstructured.comments submitted by some respondents, the
questions were at times ambiguous

. Information on the demographic and personal characteristics

was not collected on the total sample population. Therefore, it
is not possible to generalize conclusions from the 22 pércent response
rate to the 1arger popu]&t1on ,

In spite of these cons1deratlons the studpret 1ts objectives of
surveying policy leaders.throughout the staté.iff order to determine
their attitudes and perceptions toﬁ rd comnuriity education. The
data collected form @ valuable bag for constdering related areas'of
interest and concern. The data ba éva11ab1e at ‘the F{orida
Department of Education, Adult and omnun1ty Egucation Sec

ion.

-
H "-‘
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FINDINGS «

¥he first consideration of the Advisory Counci] was to identify r
policy leaders' attitudes toward the dimensions of comnunity education
, in public schools, The survey items velating to this were clustdred "
into five areas: (1) mission of schools, (2) program content, 3) -
use of ‘facilities, (4)®comnunity participation, and %) interagency
coordination. The results of the survey indicated ghaf in‘general
respondents have a positive attitude toward schoolsefunctioning as
centers providing community education types of service for the
populace. Appendix C 1dent1fies the total number and percent of
rasponsas ‘to each item. *appendix D identifies these responses accord-
. ing .to respondents' positions. i M

The findings further revealed that over 50 percent of all
respondents perceive public schools in' their communities as meeting
community education needs. Tables 1dent1fy1ng theggfrd;ponses ac-
cording to respondenis’ positions are found in App

The, majority of respondents, over 80 perced§§f1 icate moderate
- to high knowledge regard1ng ‘community education goals,~comnun1ty
education.in Florida.and in their local communitfes. Tables
1dent1fy1ng these responses according to respondents positiens

©are found in Appendix F.

O
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. The.findings of th1s exp!oratory study are presented as responses
~ to questions which relate to the purposes of the study

1

-~

Findings velating to respondents’ at+itudes taward various dimensions of Q‘
commimity eaucatzon ’ .

»

-

1. SHOULD COMMUNITY EDUCATION FUNCTIONS BE A PART “OF. PUBLIC SCHOOLS?

- In geheral, réspondents felt that most comnun1ty educat1en B
functions should ge.a part of the public schoo1s ..
LS - Over 75 per¢®nt-of respondents SUpported the.ideas that (I)
y ‘schools should coordinate their efforts with other community
agencies in joint support of educational activities and (2) "
pub11c schools should serve as.multipurpose communlty centers:-

- School 'superintendents and PTA officials most highly agreed
that schools ought to be oriented toward the community educa-
tion goal of.sharing resources {facilities, staff, funds),

* referring persons to appropriate agencies for serv1ce and

- acting as community multipurpose cénters. I

.~ The magority of respondents disagreed that schooiy should act -
as 1nfonmat10n‘centers gn Jocal problems.

, . . X . ¢

- . . 2. IS THERE SUPPORT FOR EXPANOING THE SCHOOL CURRICULUH BEY6—0 THE
o ' TRADITIONAL K-12 PROGRAM CONTENT? uagy o

vy

/.

, . " - There was®strong support for expanding the school curr1cu1um 5
* for ch11dren and ingluding programs for adults, *

-Respondents indicated very strong support for offering
‘adult,.programs in reading, job retraining, 1eisure act1v1t1ea
and home azonomics < . “

T -Over 83 percent of resptndents felt that the curriculum for
“  elemeftary and secondary school students shou1d include cul-
"' tural and fine arts programs. ' .
KN ~The strongest4gzpﬂ0rt for expanding courses offered by public
v ;‘ i schools beyond traditional programs came from school supar-
T 1ntendents and PTA officials. ]

4
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3. DO COMMUNLTY“ORGANIZATIONS HAVE THE RIGHT TD USE SCHOOL FACILITIES?Y
. - . . ) .

-A11 the respondents except school board members strongly supported’ _‘ K
the idea that community agencfes should make use of schools facilities .
. ' in order to strengthen and expand availability of-ail serv1ces to
: the community. :
"= The ma;ority of all respondents agreed that schools should be N
used throughout the .year. ‘

© - There was less support for*encouraging the use of schodl
facilities at no charge to lodal residents, particularly by
. schooJ board Members and c1ty.comn1551oners ’

o = LI . n
0 L] *

4. :SHOULD MEMBERS OF THE COMMUNITY ‘BE INVOLVED IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM
DEVELOPMENT7 . .

.%‘ _/* L /
-Qverall, nespondents indicated Ehe highest positive attitudes of

: - the survey in this area of suppo?t1ng community part1C1pation - .
¥ s i e s s in the.public schools.e. "

( . Er s e

L N Gl LY -
e et et L LT Ly

< .- Over 93 percent of all respondents highly supported involving
. cmnmunxty members as resources in special programs and school

act1v1t1es . .
. * .

"

.- Uver 50 percent of all réspondents engouraged the idea of creat-
. " ing an advisory council for each school in order to help design
? and develop.educational programs and activities fQ? local schools.

B . A Y .

5. TO WHAT ‘EXTENT SHOULD THERE BE COORDINATION BETHEEN SCHOOL AND OTHER )
- COMMUNITY AGENCIES? )

>

- Respondents generally supported coordinat1on of effarts between
schools and local agenC1es

- Qver 80 percent .of school. suﬂhr1ntendents and county commissioners .o
felt it was important to cooperate with other government agencies

" to provide social or healtt/;:rvices-to elementary and secondary
school studég}s. B

- More than 70 percent of all respondents indica¥ed that schools
should provide'services to people over 18 when they were referred
by other agencjes for educational activities.

- The majority of all respondents except-school board members
imdicated support for sharing resources {facilities, staff, funds)
with other-Jocah agenciés for the purpose of addressing social
problems, -~ - P, ; -

- e - Thé’higﬁést disagreement on iq&.rpgency coordination came from
‘\'}Ex-‘qity commissioners/mayors. '
~ _
[

L -8 . 14 . ,
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Findings relgating to respondents' 5e;cevt£ans ag to whether schools are

megting needs zncZude 7.

6. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING THE NEEDS OF CHILOREN? N

- One hu d percent of school superintendents agree that schools
are mae¥ing the needs of children,

- Dver 50 percent of city commissioners/maydrs. schaol board
members and PTA off s support this item.

.- County Commissioners &nd legislators indicateéd that schooIs
were not meeting the needs of . chi]dren .

7. ARE SCHOOLS WEETING THE NEEDS OF ADULTS? ° ‘ K

- The strongest agreemedi on th15 came f:gm schooI superintendents
{93.3 Eercent)

- ol R A R R ———— R e s e L e Y
e i Lo Tk T

T B e e e P e e

- Over 50 percent 6f school board members, county commissioners,
and PTA officials support the idea that schoals are meeting
the needs of adults.

- Less,then 50 percent of c%ty commissionars/mayors iﬁ&
legislators felt that Schools were meeting these needs.

. _ o 4
8. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING COMMUNITY NEEDS? L ' Lo
- Qver 50.percent of reSpondents.fron'each positfons*ﬁIaésif{ca fon

except city commissioners/mayors felt thatypublic schools in
their communities are functionipg as “community’ schools.”

Rindings relating to respondents' level of knowledse about cbmmmity

[=] miﬂcz LR - . * s .‘ []

97 TO WHAT EXTEBT 00 POLICY LEADERS INDICATE KNOWLEDGE™ OF THE GOALS
OF COMMUNITY EDUCATION? .

- School board members indjcated the ﬁighest knowledge of. goals -
of community education ﬁ58.6 percent). . .

- The majority OffﬁaCh population group élaimed & moderate to 'y
htgh knowledge in this area. e -

- Only 4.9 percent of respondents-indicated a low knowledge of
the goals of cogmunity education. .

‘.‘ , . | 15 . ' .
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- e, HOH 00 THEY RESPOND ABOUT KNOHLEDGE OF COMNUNITY EDUCATION IN
. FLORIDA?

' - A total of 84,2 percent of alil respondents indicated a moderate
.« to.high knowledge in this area, !

. - PTA officials responded most freguently that their knowledge
: of community education in Florida 1s low (22 8 percent)
- The highest knowledge ges +?_1Q§Ied by “schoo] superintendents
(66.7 percent). ‘ c

[ £

11. WHAT ABOUT POLICY LEADERS KNOWLEDGE oF LOCAL coununm EDUCATION ° 7% /7 "3
PROGRAMS? N .

l\.a : - : B .
’ - More- than 88 percent of ail respondents fael that their C
-r-m---»»m»uw»m-mmkml,edgemnf,_loca.l_,cnmunm_,ggucat rograms is either
, ¥ mod‘erate (46.7 percent) or high (42 ceﬁt’) X ' -

JR— )

‘!

- Super1ntenden pointed to the highest knowledge in th'ls
arasa, -

. Both PTA officials and legislators indicated the lowest
knowledgé of local community education programs (over
8 percent of each-group),
s -
" Findings z-aZamng to the relationship between mepondents' level of
knowledge about communzty education and their attitudes.. e

. . . . 12. ARE ATTITUDES TUWARD COMMUNITY EDUCATION RELATED TO LEVEL" OF
e T . KNOWLEDGE ABQUT IT?

. { . o
. ) *
) . . ]

. ’- Statistical anaIysis of the responses revealed that there is

R no sigiificant relationship between high, moderate-or low

. . ‘ knowledge about community education and respondents attitudes '
. toward community education.

.f

A
‘r
LR~
3

10
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’ e RECOMMENDAT TONS

. N T —
Il

The overall results of this study indtcate favorable and supportive
. attitudes of those surveyed toward community education. However, the
. study further showed that Florida's community education goals may be more
effectively met. 'Th efore, the State Advisory Council on Addlt .and
COEmunity'Educattons ecammends :. ) . g

. 1. that-there. be organized efforts to increase awareness and

X . ® " understanding of community education and its; goals among

policy leaders; _

2. that there b8 an emphasis on Tncreasing communication between
educators involved with comunity education and,those policy
leaders who have indicated supportive attitudes toward com-
.munity educat1on,

-

3. that community educators.include broad base community
» - involv t in planning activities and enlist support of
suparintendents and PTA officials as those most in agree-
ment with comunity education types -of activities;

. p” 4 sneed Gr--=that- sappwtwbe»g:io;en»w-thm.acmnenda.tmna madg.in the
: . 1979 report of The Governor's Task Force on Community Schools
R . .which calls for the development of a public awareness campaign
on commuitity education. It should be designed to:

\ d., Eliminate unnecessary dup11cat10n of service.

- R b. Capitalize on existing resources. '

Provide for more effective efficient and immediate

- . client services..

Eliminate inter- 4nd intra-governmental rivalries.

Improve inter-, and-intra-agency communifation.

1 ify available fundﬁng sources.

« . . S.aﬁthat state and 1ocal-cpmmun1ty educatjon practitioners - -

should proceed to fill the gap between existing pragtices .

- .and those which respondents perceive as exemp?ary practices.

[ g]

.
’
-h't'bf:l..

. 6.' that continued communication between the Advisory COuncil and
- . -4 . - those surveyed be fostered to discuss “the results of this survey,
“7 «,. estabiish inter-group linkages and map out a strategy whereby
' changes 1%conﬂm1n1ty education would be supported at state
and local Yevels, .




To: Comminicy Leaders i} v APPEHD[X A . . Rt § Tortrgeon, e

Re: S:a:e a\dvisory Council on Adulc and Cmunity Educacion Survey .

h‘e-are <conduczing a suuuide survev concerning the ctole of public schools in ‘Florida.
As an individual in & pogicion of leadersh:.p you will concrdbuce sign:fican:l}’ to cthe success and aczutacy of che.scudy
by responding o &his brief quescionnaice. Please take 8 few minuCes Co answar che questions below. When you have

finished, refold che form so zhat the cecutn addcess {s \ris._thle and mail. No poscage is necessary.
. v [ .

 Thaok vou for. your. help.’

Ralph Turli.nsr.oa L )
Commissionec of Educacion » . v
. 2 . .
b .
SECTION L. Below sre & nuBbec of scacements abour public schools. Please indicate héw imporegnc you balfeve it is for
public schools co engage in che following actions by cirvcling cne appropciace :uponu st che righc of each
stscgen:. Plesse do not pign chis questionnaice.

I7 1S IMPORTANT FOR SCHOOLS IN MY gommam TO! *Scrongly Stromgly Mo
x e . . Disagree Disagres Agres Agres ¢pinion
1.- Ucilige school buildings chroughout che yaar. : 1 2/, k] & 5
« 2. Parcicipace in jeinc support (facilicies, scaff, funds) of s
educacional accivities vich ocher agenciss. . . 1 2 3 4 5

3. Qffer s program co help adulcs improve their ceading. i 2 3 4 . s
*4. Expand learning chances by using ocher a\rail.arbl.a coczmunicy . .
facilicies for educs :1oul, purpOSes. . LI S 2 3 4 ‘5
"5'. Provide such adult .educacion programs as job recraining, -
ledsure cime sccivicies, and hone sconemics. 1 2 3 4 - 5
6. Encourage che perciciparion of 11 local residencs in school lc:]ﬁcies. 1 2 3 4 5
7. Inicisce civic projeccs whare chere currencly are none. - . &i 2 3 . 3
8., Involue commupicy uembers as rescurces {n Fpacisl progx::ﬁs. i 2 3 4 -
9. Provide service tp people over 18 whep anocher govermuant agency 1 2 3 & 5
cefers chem for, educecionel accivities. . .
1. Offer cul:ural and fine arcs programs for adulcs. L 1 ) 2_- . £3 4 3
» .
11, Scar: and, if necessury. operate a service designed co refer scudencs ~ '
. and ocher comzunicy’ nnburs €0 naeded social and health services. 1 2 3 4 3o
12. Have un advisory council for each school made up of local cicizens to N
help desigo esducacionel programa and accivicies for our communicy. 1 2 3 4 5
13. Eocourege che use of school facilicies &c no charge to locel cesidencs. 1 ] 2 3 4 3
14, Cotperace ui.ch “ocher govcmnt agencies o provide social or healch '
services to elemencaTy snd secondary school studencs. . 1 2 3 4 3
A5, Serve ae aylci~purpose communicy cuncers. ' .1 2 3 4 3
18, Encouruge che uee of gchool faciliciu by ocher. communicy ase‘nciss .
) in order to éxpand the aveilabiiicy -of cheir services. 1 2 3 4 5
17. Share resources’ (ﬂlcili:;es. scaff, funde) wich ¢cher local agencies - . . .
for the purposs of adduuing social p:ublnu. . i z - k| 4 5
18. Offer programs :o 1084l ruidun:s on luch socie} problems as ¢.D. .o .
alcoholm. acd  drug_abuse. 1 2 k| 4 5
19. Offer culcural lnd fine arce prdgrams co elementery and secondary .
school studaetice. . i 2 3w 4 5
20. M:r e 1nfomcion cencers on ilocal problems. 1 2 3I <4 3

EMC ’f 12 | 18 '

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: - R




"SECT!

SECTION 3. The quescions {n rhiz seccion are deeigned o provide Lnlomrio

. The last sscerial regarding communicy aducacion

A

T Mave read e

Pleass circle che spproPrisce casponss.

-

6 abbug N popﬁi&:toé helRy surveyed.
- 7 oo G

18. Presencly I a2 sarving as a: 1).Cicy Commiseiomer 36, The cegion of the Stace I liye o fia:
2) Councy Coasissionar 3) Lagislacor &) 3cnool 3osrd }2'
Yember 3) Supstiotandent §) PTA Official 7) Other 3
29, I have b:an {2 my curcenr posirien . years, ;
‘;0. The demogfaphic srecus of the aajoricy of conscituencs e
1) zural 2) small-cicy or town 3} suourbam 4} wurhan
Ji. My 3ex ia: 1) male 1) female
32, My age ia: N ] .
7} under 30 2) J0=40  3) 41=50 &) 3L-80 5} over 30 .
33, My tevel of formal education (s: 35. Pleass use tha space

3

fleass Tetyrn chis survey By Oczober 10 379.

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

below for any additiooal

1} leas czhac high school graduace COMBTTS s

2} high school graduare or GED
) two years of college ] i
4) four years of college _ -
5} zore chap four ¥ /ura of college /

.

fold and staple che form 30 ther the recturn address Selow 1z visibla,

F

OH 2. ?leass uee che sams 3cale as (8 icems 1-20 co cespond co cheea quescions about your loecal schaolas '
. . s:rot&tly Scrongly Mo
isaﬁrg. Disagres Agree Agrad Opinion
The public scheols in =y comn&:y ‘afe seetiog che aducational : ’
aseds of childran. ‘ 1 2 3 b4 . &
The public ‘schoals 1A oy cosunity are =eecting the aducaciopal - {
aeeds of adulrs. i, 2 ¥ 4 ] ¥
s .
t‘hn sublic schoole Lo =y cmni:‘;’ ace "communiiy" schoola. 1 2 3 4 3
Low Hodetate High
I would Tate Ty knowliedgs about :h. goals of communicy sducation as: i 2 3
f ' .
[ wuld cece 4 waowledge of communicy educacion b Florida as: L ;2 3 .
-1 would rege 2y koowladge of currant cmi:y sducation : ; ) '
PLOSLATS in 3y aras ew: cor. o 3

R T

\
| e
. v K ‘Pumﬂo.ﬂ

No pOTIags stamp necetsary :f milisd In the United State

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

Fortege Wil be peld oy

The State Adv:sory Gouncll on Adult
and Gommunity Education

The Capitol
- Taflahassee, Florida 32301

-

]Jr"r ' ' -y [

[
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* THE INFORMATION PRESENTED HERE CHARACTZRIZES THE 200
. . 223 | .
-, . RESPONDENTS ACCORDING TO SEVEM DESCRIPTORS: SEY, |
- : - - 67.6X| , -
AGE, POSITEON, YEARS IN POSITION. FORMAL EDUCATION, 150 . ' R
- TYPE OF CONSTITUENCY AND asczo;t. . 100
. 56 -9 L -
-, . 23.52 392
- . r ) A Mals Feaals  Wo Responas .
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3 Unast K=Y 41=50 51l=60 Over Ne A [] E F G H T
,30 60 - Response & ~City Comissioner ~ =County Cocmissionsr
¢ =Legislesure D -School™Bosyd Mamber E ~Scoparintendent
T S -.-....-.....-......F-.._..,.“.m,.-...._.........._...-._.;.-mmtm;--c-.-smo& -Cicy/Comnry Seaf .
. . N A =t Ruponn -
250 "
TAKLL 5@ YEARS TH POSITION . .
200 . 00 TABLE 6: FORMAL EDUGATION
. 3‘” . - 180 .
. . 160
15c .
3 fo3. o2 ) 0
i 120 . 147
P <17 B O 100 : .
. & _ Lk, 62
i 5 1 7 60
22, 1% . ' s6 |. | 6l
) = 8 16 - Y - La&;z ox| [9-2% 13
L2 ' - - ‘
23 | Adie e .
- i-5 610 1l-13> ' Over %o - Less Thao High — ITees 4 aeecd o Resconss
" 15  Responss 3%%'&1 chool Gollege Be & jters
. -
TABLE 77 TYPE OF COMSTTTUENCY e 100 TABLE 81 REGION
i8] * - {' n 90
160 8o 80 .
¥l 0
' 170 . | ) 6 - 75
100 134 - . & - 55 |22 ey
o 80 %0 21.2% ‘ 55
w , e . : N 40 | 663t b 16,7
wf / ' 62 b9 - 0] | 2 13.92 ‘
* »
- 20 18.8¢f |20.92 1 8.8%
. 394 7?9! 0 * '
Q RUTAL  Small Suburben irban Fo 1 2 -3 % [ o
o EMC : Town - Rssponss Rexponss
i e ' 14 .
. . . . an




Q
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Aruitoxt provided by Eric

“\_'RESPONDENTS' PERCEPTIONS OF WAT -
SCHODLS SHQULD PROVIDE &g~ . .+ .
' , - APPENDIX C

P —~

- ‘.- : - * N
" N R P 55T ] I STROGGLY | o9 9F Lilows
. : P e A DISACAES V37 EE ACRES 0 AISPONSE
uﬂes-mg At i ] . -

1. Parcicipace in ‘olns suppre (facilizles, scafl. 15 . 27 t39 123 26

. funds) of sducaciomal zcfi-rizies wich acher .3) {a.1) L NS I & Y (1.3
sgencies. . -
S

1l. Scare and, Lf aecessaty, opersce 3 service de= 27 . 81 128 " 58 K
sagned o refc? scudencs dnd acner COTUALIY 3,2} (24.3) {318.7) (28,5 (LD
Zezsers 0 aeedea social amd asslin services; . .

13. Serve a3 culzi-puTpose commnieT canzats. 13 (4 123 1102 2

- {3.%) (13.1) (25.1) (30.3 ° {h.5)
20, Acc a3 informacion ctﬂc'u;c on local problems. &l 113 = 0 o 2
{12.4) -£34 .8} (21.3) (t5.1) (9.8)

FROCIAM CUNTINT

3. Olfer o 2rogran o el edulcs lopeove chass | 4 14 130 167 18 ,
resding. . i {3.2) (4,2) (39.3) (30.8) («.5

- L . '

5. Provide ssca adull educacian orograms iz ‘ob $ 35 1.3 1l - .
recraining, leifure si=s fccivizies and joie 4 3.9 ST} I 62,3 (33.5) (6.9}
economics. L — . ' .

£ L] : .

7. Indiciace ¢ivic projescs vnera shece zuf- / 19 7. 18 68 . | T
tencly ace-none. ! G D (17.2) (46,3) {10.6) (11.5)

10, Offer culcural and Zine sc=s orograme for » 17 53 :!65 15 1, : » B
adulcs, (5.1) (19.9 (3 [ (22N, (9.0}

18. Offer pfogramy co locel r’cs‘ucn‘u on Such 19 65 130 98 18

T L R LR Y T DT st o b AT e e e e R e aen "t D r§} SAL N A B L WA I & 7 N
drug abuss, ' ' . 1 ' ' . "

19. Offer culrural snd fine arcs programs i ele= & 8 157 119 a '
Awncsry sad secondary schosl scudenzs. {1.8) (7.3 (7.5} (35.0) (6.6

USE OF CACILITTYS: -1
1. Ucilize sehool Suildiags chroughouc zhe yeer. 5. 32 1 160 1
- 2.7 {3.6) (3%.3) (43.L) (6.2)

4, Expehd leaTaing chances bv using other avail- 2 - 18 138 159 13
sble communicy faellicies f3r sSudscionel (.4 - (£.3) 1.5 (28.1) (4.5}
pursoses., ) : : . e .

13. Sneourage the use of seheol faciTizies ac a0 28 2] T 116 k) 72
charge =0 lacal cesidence. {7.%) 1 {23.1) {33.3)- {is.2) (.87
16. Encourage thé use of echool festlizies by wchar 1 L5t we 29 21
cormunier aganciae {3 oriet c¢ sxpend che - (2.2} (L2 5. 1) (26.9) (6.3)
everlznilicy of cnear vervices. '
. C . -
COTTY PARTIZIPATION: - )

&, Encourage =he sapelcipacion of ‘ul'Lo_ca!. reei~ 5 ] i1y T189 9

deacs in school -dctivicies. . (i.%) (6.0) (35.2) (51.2) (.7}
. L N ‘
§. Involve communicy zenpars as rc‘i&urcus la = 2 - te ied 164 16
spacial prozrany, L g (0.3) - a.n ., (=3,5) {29.6) to(e.8)
12, Have an advisary .ouncil far each scnosl sade R 1] 1-3 w3 n
up of local clcizens'to help deeign _educacional 3.0 (3.9} {42.8) 1.2 + (6.8}
progrant end iccivicias for cha communicy,
TNTERAGENCY COORDIIATION: ! .

9. Provide sarvice B geoplo ovet 18 when anocher 12 s, 152 a¢ h} .

pgency rafoes chas for odugocionsl scclviciae. (3.6} (15.:) (=6.3) {2L,2) {10. %)
. - 'a
1a,. Cogpecaca vica ocler governmenc ageneie®'co 16 4 157 103 18
proviie soulal or ndaleh sarvices ¢o dlesen- [=.3} 3.1 {&7.5) {32.n . $5.5)
€ary snd sacondary schuol veudancs. . o
- "‘ - - ‘ ’ -
17, Shace celourcey (faciliciud. scaff, funds) 2 49 %2 53 s \
wita scuwr Local atunetws for tue pubvosa ~{9.46) {25.9) win [SIRIN (10.5)/ o
R e TR P L e B ¢ Y e ’ ’ )
v . Yo ———




- PERCEPTIONS OF W

1

SAMPLE POPULATION

R

HAT

[

APPENDIX D
§CHO0LS SHOULD PROV}DE ACCORDINE'TO

RESPONDENTS' POSITIONS -

Kisgio; 0f Schools

(Icems: 2. 11, 15, 200

P

L]

TOTAL PREQUENCY OF RESPONSES

4

f . S:'rongly o . - 1 Scrongly ] Ho
' . Disagree Disagres Agres . Agree \\Opzmon
. No. % No. | % flMoe] % I.8. ) % Mo, | %
) City Coumissiofier/Mayor | 2¢ 8.3 §y71 {25.0| 35 | «0.0[ 65 (23,0 | 16 | 5.0
County Commissioner 307 30426 ez} 33 a3 (33l s )osa ]
Lagislacors to | 77371 38 j28.0| 58 [ 42.3| 36 {26.3 | 5 . 4.0
p - |
g School Board Member 3 110.3 | 80 [ 26,21127 139,06 78 2400 |'11 |a3.3"
” Superincendenc 3| srle Jarof e mertas a1t 2 | s
PTA Official 5 3.6 | 19 136 72 {5064 36 (263 | 10 } 71
. Others 71 8.0 |25 j120! 18 | 363 78 Eas.a, “in ! oae .
3 School Staff " ! \
Ciry/County Scaff ' {
’ 4 . ; 1 [ .
- J—— - -y ,s,,m”_; — Pe— = . — J" - -+
‘\ ST e e R A Rk e ks s e
* No Responsas ~ 121 = 9.27 ¢
] 4 b ‘-‘ c T
et »
o s # €
-4 * §
- . Program .Content .
LN . 5 %
, , (Teams: 3, 577, 10, 18, 19) .
k. - L r '
SAMPLE POPULATION TOTAL FREQUENCY OF RESPONSZS
Strongly * 3trongly . | Ra.
Disagreae Disagrec » hgree Agrae ;vOpini-nn
No. 2 Fde. V% ['mer ] % ime.| 2 | me. ! %
City Commissioner/Mayor |21 | 5.9 |76 2172 } 216 |-60.3 | 106 29.6 12 | 3.3[°
C::un:y'Comissiongr 9 7.3 *17 1.0 - j5703 39 [31.5 13 10.5
- . 1 ~ .
Legislators 8 3.6 |36 [15.2 7 95 taza ! 76 |30 |10 4.5
School Board Membar 27 54 |73 1150 j21r" l4a3 el les (33,9 T 17 3.4 )
Super intendent 1 |ty o s fsy | om 0 |z b2z,
L PTA OCficdal 1 5 [2o oR 11001 83 we.o .| 9 | 4.3 ;
L.
Others 11 6.1 |33 12,2 122 fes.2 | 135 1s0.0 |23 9.0 :
School Staff - ).
City/County Scaff . |
4 ;
. T . - . i
1 * No Response = 58 » 3% H : _ " - 1 v
16" &l R ‘
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APPENDIX ©
(Continued)
o

-

¥

SAMPLZ POPULATION

Use of Faciligies

(Igems: 1, &, L3, *16)

TOTAL, TREQUENCY OF RESPONSES

\-_.1‘

:. e e giﬁ:gﬁz ’Disa:gree . Agree’ sigggily Opi.:'gon
' tio. 3 No.” | % -No . % i Ne. % No. ﬁ
City Commissioner/Msyor [ 12 .| 4.2 - 45 ' 16.0 12;' 45.0 | 97 34.0 5 2.0
County Cotmiss loner 0 - b1 lizeias 1330l 53 | s3.0] 2| 2.0
Legislators R B A St J.te.x] s0 | at0 6L al.s| o, 3.0
school foavd temvors -] 36 | 8.0 | 72 [22.0] 97 | 20.5 106 | 3221 6 | 2.0
_Superiftendenc 1 | s.0 | 13 faz0f 20 {33322 3.0 2} 3.3
* PTA OLficial 3 b2 [ Jwof ee | a9 e [L35.0] 5 | 3.6
Other's 5 2.3 | 21 9.8 1 g2 | 38.11100 !'47‘0 7 1 3.3
S e |
" - ; .
e Né..ﬁiéma?-...,53-,‘.Emmu,..--m-muo,u--...... 4 '
' < * ! f
) Community Participation’ y ‘. . ' _
| (Ttess: 6. 8, 12) ‘
- | | ) )
SAMPLE POPULATION TOTAL FREQUENCY OF RESPONSHS
. " Strongly . 3ezongly No .
N . {" Disngres Piszagren Agraa . Agree Opinion
’ No. % %o | % No. N No. { %
City Commissigner/ayor | 5 2.3 NS [ 7.0} s sg ol 7 {36.1] 4 1.9
¢oudty Commisgioner 0o 3 3 140 B lieo]3s |ar0i % 5.3
Legtslators ’ 1 9 1t e 50 | 43.9 ] 49 | e3.07 3 2.6
School Board Medber 7 2.9 |21 {85 | 99| s0.2{117 [w6] 2 .8
Superintendent 0 - 6 13.6 | 17} 38.6 ] 20 ;551 2.3
" PTA 0ffledal 2 2.0 40138 | 33| 316} 62 15906 3.8
Others 3 te | 10 6.2 63 | 38.9| 75 ! 46.3 f1l 6.8
S et seatt - T o«
g e m i '
" o ansp:mus = 2§ = mi , /

L
r F

r

17

23
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APPRENDIX D
{Continued)

SAMPLE POPULATEON

Inceragency Coordinacion -

(leems: 9, 14, L7)

TOTAL FREQUENCY OP RESPONSES

-

+ Scronply . ’ Serongly o ,
.Disagrees Disagres Agree Agree Opinion
No, % No. A ‘He. | % No. A No. A
City Commissioner/Mayor | 13 7.0 52 26.6 1103 48.4 | 35 16.4 | 8 + 3.8
Councy Commissioner 1 1,3 7 .83 1 a0 $3.3 | 24 32.01 3 4.0
Legislacors 7 6.6 | 17 115.6] a6 | 406! 35 | 32.1) &~ 5.9
- Scnool Board Member 23 9.2, )-50 {20.14105 | 42.2) 60 1 26,1111 4.4
Superincendent 1 2.3 6 |1e.0f 25 {s70| 1 {2s.0f 1"} 2.3
- PTN UEficial * 4 3.9 °0 1t |10.72|"53.{ 515 28 | 27.2] 8 7.8
Others = - -~ 9 5.6 | 8 |/5:0] 8 | 50.3] o8 ! 30.0115. | 9.3
. School Staf€ . .
' Ciry/Councy St
: 1]
i
*
- * Bo Responses = 15 = 3.5% -
L] - s kS
’ -
i
! *
1] ' . 4
" . a
. ™
q F ]




RESPONDENTS’ PERCEPTIONS -AS T0

+ APPENDIX E_

"

-

NESETHER SCHQOLS ARE MEETING NEEDS

SCHOOLS MEEXING CHILORENS® YEEDS

[

LY

- \‘l
ERI

* Ho Response « 1) « (3,3%}

. . . {
. - Stronqly " : Serodgiy” Yo i
Jsagren agree igres Arae Gprmion | iroul 1
; vo. | =1 o, | 1 o % | 0. ¢ w. . % M.
ity Commigsioner/Mayor H 15,3 19 6.4 11 43,11 6 L 8.3 H §.9¢1 12
County Commissioner 2 . 11 45.0¢ 11 4.9y - - 1 4.9 2§
Legtsiazor -5 13.5§ 16 43.2 12 18,41 2 4.1 H 2.7 1
. Schou! 30ard Memper 1 1, 3 10,8 S¢ [ -65.1419 2T.9 - - a3
Superintendent - - - - § 33,4810 7.0 . - | "ts
o T.A. ‘fficill H 5.7 11 1.4 18 §51.4] ¢ 1.4 - - 35
Qthers: : i N
School Staff .
City/County Starf 3 7.3 20 .7 20 3t ? . 13.2 k| . 5.7 5y
‘ .
L4 - b
TATAL AREQUENLY! 28 7.3 86 6.1 151°  45.8 4% 14.9 it 1.9 I
GRAND TOTAL: ' N 330
= Ao Response = 10 <+ (3.0%) . - .
- N SCHOGLS MEETING ADULTS* SESDS )
* '; 4 ) t
Stronaly strongly 1o '
. Disagres JsaTres Agree oree Intdion  Tota) ¢
\ Xo. | % voo [ 2 we. | vl owe. ] 3 vo.! 31 | %o
City Commissioner/Mayor |3 g2 {2 1.9 0 | 4.7 S §.9 1M j18.2 re
-t County Comaissioner 1. 4.0 5 0.0 14 56.0) 1 .0 4 .l18.2 2§
Legisiater 4 10.8 14- | 17,8 6 43,21 2 & [, 2.7 17
. $chool Zoard Member 4 2.4 .08 21.7 50 §0.2{ 4 9.6 § 5.0 83
N Syperiatendent - - - - _9 sp.0] § 33.3 1 §.7 ¥s
#.T.A, Ofticial 3 8.8 LT 20.6 18 §2.9F 1§ 2.9 § 4.7 3
Jthers:
School Stars
City/County Stafes /ﬁ\\ 2 1.8 1§ 28.3 21 ig.8] 9 17.0 3 11.2 53
T - ‘ N
TOTAL FREQUENCY 15 4,6 82 £4.9 158 37.% N 9.4 k1] 0.0 319
GRAND TODTAL ‘ 330

e

/ o
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{Continued} , ,.
. . , ) : f ¢
_ - * ¥ * LR
N - . ) .
-+
- * 1
- .
. . ) SCHOOLS MEETTHG COKMUKITY MEEDS
‘= +
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" APPENDIX G

O 5 - RESPONDENTS' UNSTRUCTURED COMMENTS
Ve *  survey ItenT5 allowed for any additional comments that respondents

' .wished to make. A total of 96 respondents from the following popuiation
took advantage of this opportunity: 26 City Commissioners/Mayors, 7

‘ County Commisgioners, 11 Legislators,” 28 School Board Members, 5 Super-

o ° - " intendents, 9 PTA Officials, and 10 Others. i . :

The majority of the comments related to two particular topics: (1)
focus of schools on teaching basic subjects (identified by 27 respondents)
.. - and, (2) increase of state funds to expand community education programs
o . {{dentified by 15 l:es::ondents). ) S .

Other general areas commented on, 1isted in priority order, include:

(1) to provide more programs to solve community problems and
meet the community's -desire for programs (7 comments);

» (2} to support adult and community education thrc;ugh the com~
“munity colleges {5 corments); '

(3} 't0 avoid duplication.of services with existing social ’

. service agencies (4 comments);
- "~

[E :_' (8} to imgrove the quality of prbgramming for?ou'th (4gomments) ;

] | {5) to d'efine' the terms used in the questionnaire (3 cfoments);

v o (6) to use the facilities for all community a-g:tiwties {3 comenfs);
. (?.’) to provide more sk;i'ﬁ tpa%ning in the schools (?_ comments);

- } (8) 'tp buﬂg more sc;hools.(3 -cc':__rrme-ﬁ‘ts);' .

C b (9) to increase community involvement and pride, thus decreasing -
wandalism ip the schools (3 comments)

(10) to offer more extra=curricular programs for youth and less for .,
. adults (2 comments); ¢,
{(11) to charge adults for their participation in’educatjonal programs
. (1 comment); . ' O
(123 to decrease the administrative responsibiiities of teachers
so they have more time for students (1 com'negt);

. e - * {(13) to develop publlic relations so the community knows about the
good work the schools are doing: {1 comment}.
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